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Octobexr 12, 2003

Commissioner Hichael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NY

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consuner rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer eslectronics must be rooted in
mnanufacturers’ ability to innovate for their custorers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipnent will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect wvhat consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result i1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadecast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Michael Gollaher
3909 Taft St
Boise, ID B3703
usa
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October 12, 2003

Cormmissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated gdoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As o consumer
and citizen, I fee] strongly that mch a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumet electronics must be rooted in manufacturery' ability to innovete for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologiate what new products they can
create This will result in products that den't necessarily reflect what consumers like me 2otually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior funetionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would aotually be leasa likely to maks en investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Francis Butiker Parker
244 Liberty Street

PO Box 338

Dendron, VA 23839
LISA,
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Octobexr 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NUW

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights., and the
ultinate adoption of DIV

A robust, competitive market for consumer elsctronics must be rooted in
manufacturers’' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing novie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception squipment will spable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I wonld actually be less likely to
mnake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment 1 will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood FPlease deo not
mandate broadcast flag technolagy for digital television. Thank you for your time

Sincerely.

Michael Garcia

25128 Avenida Ignacio
Valencia, CA 91355
USA
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Cctober 12, 2003

Commiagloner Michasl J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volece my oppostition to any FCC-mandated adoption of *broadeast flag" tachnology tor digital televigion As o
eonsumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would ba bad for Innavetion, consumer rights, end the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers’ ablitty to Innavate for thelr
customers Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technoiogists
what new products they can create Thig wilt result In products that don't necessarlly reflsct what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result in me being charged more money for Inferlor functionality

If the FCC lgsues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually ba lesa likely to make an Investmant In DTV-capabla recelvers
and other equipment 1 wlll not pay more for devices thet limit my righta at the behest of Hollywood Pleass do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for dightal televielon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Janella Slaga

2Ba5 Harrison St #3

San Franciseco, CA 94110
USA
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QOctober 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 203554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I fael strongly that such a policy would be bad for innevation, consmmer tights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robuet, competitive market for consumer electronion must be rootad in manufacturesy’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studing to tell technologlete what new products they can
create This will remult in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me aotually want, and it could reqult in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for yours time

Sincerely,

Daniel Church

3300, 45th Ave Sonth
Minneapolis, MN 55406
UsAa
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Dectober 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michae]l Copps,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "hroadcast flag® technology for digjtal televivion As @ consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the uMimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must ba rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't tiecessarily reflect what consumery like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

1f the FCC issues a broadcarst flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-oapable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my sight at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brosdcast flag
technology for digital television Thank yon for your time

Sincerely,

Robert Dumas

50 Cherry Lane
Huntington, WY 11743
Usa
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Qetober 12, 2003

Commissicner Michael J Copps
Federal Communicationa Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michae! Copps,

1am writing to volee my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital telavision Asa
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumar rights, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, cotnpetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufactursra' abillty to innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wiil anable the studios to tell tachnologists
what new products they can create This will result In products thet don't necessarlly reflact what consumers like me
actuatly want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferior functionaltty,

If the FCC lasues a broedcast flag mandats, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-tapable recevers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that iimit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Pleage do not mandata
broadeast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Slncerely,

Bradiey Colller
3113 Rhett ¢t
Charlotte, NC 28273
UsA
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October 12, 2003

Conmissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Conmunications Commission
445 12th Street, HW

Vashington, D C 20554

Dear Machael Copps.

I an writing to volce ny opposgition to any FCC—mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for i1nnovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their custeomers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV—reception equipmnent will enable the studios to tell
technologists vhat new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result i1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC 1issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likelvy to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital teleavision Thank you for your time

Sincerely.

Larry Johnson

3336 Pine Headow Dr SE
Apt 204

Kentwvood, MI 49512

USA
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October 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael ] Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, I C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag* technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that mch a policy would be bad for innovation, ooneumer rights, end the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronios must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their oustomers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the smdios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what conmmers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be iese likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment 1 will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Holtywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
techniology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

joseph formhals
41 mountain rd
campl

Erving, MA 01344
Usa
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October 12, 2003

Commussioner Michael ]. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wnung to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digytal
television. As a consumer and atzen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innevation, consumer
nghts, and the ultumate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compentve market for consumer electromes must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customners. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment wall enable the studios to
tell techaologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessaxily reflect

what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
functonahty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment ;n DTV capable
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for devices that brmut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telewision. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Nick Lavely

15601 Foliage Ave

Apt. 439

Apple Valley, MN 55124
USA
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October 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to volice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television hs a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers illoving movie studics to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DIV-capable receivers and other egquipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyvood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

David Whate

9485 S 440 East
Sandy. UT 84070
USa
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October 12, 2003

Commissioner Michaal J Coppe
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Diear Michael Copps,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a consmmer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for congumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturens’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the emdios to tell tachnologists what new products they cen
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what conummers like me sotually want, and it could reqult it me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

1f the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I wounld actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Joshua Wilson

2110 Artesia Blvd

#B445

Redondo Beach, Ca 90278
USa
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October 14, 2003

Commissioner Hachael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NW

Washington., D C 205564

Dear Michael Copps,

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-nmandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen., I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust, competitive market for consumer elscironics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto fmatures of DTV-reception equipmrent will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other squipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely.

Alain Bertrand

5791 Masters Court
Vest Valley., UT 84128
USa
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October 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael F Coppe
Federal Communications Comtuission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "hroadcast flag" technology for digital television As a cotsumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, sonsumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consmmer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ebility to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studion to vate features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the rtudios to tell technologiste what new products they can
create This will remult in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me aotually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually ba less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment [ will not pay more for devices that Umit my rights at the behest of Hallywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

William Robine

1911 Hodaon Ave
La Habra, CA 90631
usa
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October 12, 2003

Commmssioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumecations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wniting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag” technology for digntal
telewision. As 4 consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a pohicy would be bad for innovanon, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive macket for consumer electronics must be sooted 1n manufacturers’ abality to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowvie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will engble the studios to
tell techaologists what new products they can create, This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me bemng charged mote money for wnfenor
funcuonaliry.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hikely to make an investment in ITV-capable
recervers and other equpment, I wll not pay more for devices that limit my dghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

William Strecker

12556 Peostgrove D
Saint Lows, MO 63146
USA
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Octobexr 12, 2003

Commissioner Michasl J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. KW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Hichael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag” technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen., I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

& robust. competitive market for consuner slectronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing novie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception sgquipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new praoducts they can creats. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result i1in me being charged more money for 1nferior functionality

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and ather equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for your time

Sincerely,

Harold Steighner

B55 7th ave
Brackenraidge. P4 15014
USa
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October 12, 2003

Commlssloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volea my oppesition to any FCC-mendated adoption of "broadcest flag" technolagy for digitat television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovetion, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive rarket for conaumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to teil technologists
what new products they can create This will result in produets that don't necsssarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and ! could result in me belng charged more money for inferlor functionality

If the FCC tsgues 4 breadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less iikely to make an Investment in DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devicea that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digitai televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Bryan Jokns

44145 Grass Farm Road
Wetumpka, AL 38092
USA
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October 12, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wotng to voice my oppositon to any FCC.mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digatal
television. As a consumer and atzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultirate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compentive market for consumer electromics must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ability to snnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV -recephon equipment will enable the stmdios 1o
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wall result in products that don't necessanly seflect
what consumers hke me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being chacged more monay for infenor
functionality.

If the FCC 1s5ues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that it my sights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telewssion. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Kevyn Shortell
1955 Landess Ave
Milpstas, CA 95035
USA
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October 12, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, I2.C., 20554

Dear Michael Coprps,

[ am watng to voice my oppontion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and ainzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnnovaton, consumer
oghts, and the ulumate adoptien of DTV,

A robust, compentive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ability to wnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DT V.-raception equipment wall enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can creata, This wall result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consurners like me actually want, and it could result 1n me bewng charged more money for infenor

funcnonahty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Likaly to make an imnvestment :n DTV-capable
tecervers and other equpment. [ will not pay more for devices that Limist my oghts at the behest of Hollywoed.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for cigntal television. Thank you for your tume.

Sincezely,

Charles McLaughlin
733 Sanford St

Red Wing, MN 55066
USA
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Qctober 12, 2003

Coemmlissloner Michasl J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Straet, NW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to ask you not to approve of mandate any broadeast flag technology for dightal television

As a sclentist, | do not have the luxury of baing able to be home and watching my television whenever a program airs |
therefore regularly "time«shift* programs using a standard analog VCR

The present proposal from the MPAA would result In talevision signala that | cannot record and make use of as | choose
This right |s pretected under the falr use exemptions to copyright law, and It Is supported by the technolegy | presently
have Please be assured that | will not purchase new equipment If It uses broadcast flags to remove rights that | presently
have, no matter how much sharper the pleture may be

Sincerely,

Allk Widge

5800 Munhall Road
#3803

Plttsburgh, PA 15217
Usa
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October 13, 2003

Commisgioner Michael § Copps
Federal Communications Commission
443 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"” technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for inmovation, consumer rights, and tha gitimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer aleotronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception squipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologists what new prodnots they can
create This will reqult in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumess like me actally want, and it could remult in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC igsues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the beheqt of Hollywood Please do not mandate breadcast flog
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sihcerely,

David Gauthier

1334 Castro St #2

San Francisco, CA 94114
USA
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October 13, 2003

Commiggioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

i am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandatad adoption of "broadcast flag” tachrology for digital television As a

consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innavation, cansumaer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, compatitive market for consumer slsctronics must be rosted In manufacturars’ abliity to Innovate for thelr
eustomers Allowing movie atudlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tail technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't nacessarily reflect what conaumers llike me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for inferier functionality

If the FCC lasues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less |lkely to take an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that |imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do net mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Alfred Friseh

2190 vassar drive
Boulder, CO 80305
USA
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Qctober 13, 2003

Commussioner Michael ]. Copps
Federal Commurnicatons Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am wnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated sdoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal
television. As a consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ulumate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competihve market for consumer electronscs must be rootad 1n manufacturess’ ablity to mnnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equupment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. Thus wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and st could result in me beung charged more money for infenor
functionality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay moze for devices that limt my nights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadecast flag technology for digital telewision. Thank you for your ume.

Sincerely,

Michelle Vadeboncoeur
44 Birch St

Needham, MA 02494
USA
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October 13, 2003

Commilagioner Michael 1 Copps
Federal Communications Commlasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volece my opposition to any FCC-mandated adeption of “broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a
eonsumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad far Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitlve market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manufacturers' ebliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movia studios to veto features of DTV-reception aquipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologists
what hew products thay can create This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more monesy for Inferlor functionality

if the FCC Issuas a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be leas Iikely to makes an Investmaent In DTV-capable recatvers
and other squipment | will not pay more for devicaa that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Plaasa do not mandete
broadcast flag technology for digital televialen Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Thomas Hilbert

3305 Summit Ave
Cowningtown, PA 19335
USA
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Qctober 13, 2003

Commlssloner Michael J Copps
Faderai Communications Commisslon
445 12th Straet, NW

Washington, D & 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mendated adoption of "broadcast flag” technalogy for digital talevision As e
consumer and ctizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer fights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer elsctronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veta features of DTV-reception equipmant will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferior functionalfty

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equlpment | will not pay more for devices that limft my rights at the behest of Hollywood Pleass do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you fer your time

Sincerely,

Dan Bldwa

5820 Phllllps Avenue
Phtsburgh, PA 15217
usa
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Cctober 13, 2003

Comrrussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumecatons Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wntng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digptal
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a pohicy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compenhve market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowsng mowe studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
funcnonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to make an imnvestment in DT V-capable
zecervers and other equpment. 1 will not pay more for devices that hmut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digtal telewision. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Paul Riley

5130 Wayne Ave
Philadelphia, PA 19144
USA
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October 14, 2003

Commissloner Michael 4 Copps
Federal Communleatiens Commission
445 12th Strest, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broedeast flag" technology for digitel televialon As a
eonsumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, eonsumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted Ih manufacturars' abiiity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV.-reception aquipment will enabie the studios to tell technologists
what new products they ¢an create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflsct what censumers |lke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more manay for Inferlor functionalty

It the FCC Iasues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable raceivers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devicea that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please de not mandete
broadcast flag technalogy for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Ross Primrose
3537 Days Ln
Catlett, VA 20119
UsA
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October 13, 2003

commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcest flag" technology for digital tetevision As a-

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would ba bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate tfar thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-raception equipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't neceasarily reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and t could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actualiy be less likely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
anhd other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for dighal televislon Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Chad Willson

3550 Country Square Dr Apt 203
Carreliton, TX 75008

usa
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October 13, 2003

Commussioner Michael ], Copps
Federal Commumnications Commuission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am watng to voice my oppestion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digatal
television, As a consumer and atizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adopuon of DTV,

A robust, compentive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equiprment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can creete. This will result 10 products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being cherged more money for infenor
functionahty.

If the FCC 1s5ues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment 1n DTV -capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that lumut my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digtal telewsion, Thank you for your ume.

Sincetely,

Scott Shambaugh
3073 Sundown Ct NE
Salem, OR 97305
USA
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October 14. 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NV

Washington., D C 20554

Pear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feml
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust., competitive market for consumer elsctronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will =nable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionalaity

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment i1in DTV-capable receivers and other equipmrent. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behast of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time

Sincerely.

Joseph McMahon

130 Forests Edge Place
Laurel. MD 20724

UsA




